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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-1367

ROBERT L. DOHERTY,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

FAI RFI ELD COMWUNI Tl ES, | NCORPORATED; FAI RFI ELD
HARBOUR, | NCORPORATED; FAI RFI ELD HARBOUR
PROPERTY OANERS ASSCCI ATION; C. W S. SYSTEMS,
| NCORPORATED; JI MM E PROCTOR, TOM MCKNI GHT;
NORTHWEST CREEK, | NCORPORATED, JOSEPH H.
STALLINGS; ROSE LAW FIRM of Little Rock,
Arkansas; JOHN DOE, Attorney for Harbour Rec-
reation Cl ub's Menbership O fering Docunents;
HARBOUR RECREATI ON CLUB; UNI TED CAROLI NA BANK,
of New Bern; JOHN DOE, Title Insurers; JOHN
DCE, any persons who joi ned, conspired with or
ai ded and abetted the naned defendants,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Geenville. MlcolmJ. Howard, D s-
trict Judge. (CA-95-94-4-H)

Submtted: January 14, 1997 Deci ded: February 28, 1997

Bef ore HALL, WLLIAMS, and M CHAEL, GCircuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Robert L. Doherty, Appellant Pro Se. Jackson L. Steele, PETREE
STOCKTON, Charlotte, North Carolina; George Robinson Ragsdal e,
Christina | sabel Flores, RAGSDALE, LI GGETT & FOLEY, Ral ei gh, North
Carolina; Edward Snmoot Finley, Jr., HUNTON & WLLIAVS, Raleigh

North Carolina; P. C. Barwick, Jr., WIIliam Edward Manni ng, Jr.

Ki nston, North Carolina; Jimme Banks Hicks, Jr., SUVRELL, SUGG
CARM CHAEL & ASHTON, P.A., New Bern, North Carolina; Joseph H.
Stal lings, HOMRD, FROV STALLINGS & HUTSON, P.A., Raleigh, North
Carolina; Martha Jones Mason, SM TH, ANDERSON, BLOUNT, DORSETT,
M TCHELL & JERNI GAN, Ral ei gh, North Carolina; John Ivan Mabe, Jr.,
MANNI NG, FULTON & SKI NNER, Ral ei gh, North Carolina, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Robert Doherty appeals the district court's order denying
relief inthis civil action. W have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly,

we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Doherty v. Fair-

field Cormmunities, Inc., No. CA-95-94-4-H(E.D.N. C. Feb. 29, 1996).

W have al so considered but reject the all egations of error raised
in Doherty's brief pertaining to matters not discussed by the dis-
trict court. We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argument woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED






